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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claims 1-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by US PAT 
6,023,702 to Leisten et al. (Leisten). 

As to claims 1 , Leisten discloses a system for managing a process, that could be 
architectural (fig 5), with data entry means (keyboard), with would inherently use a 
graphical user interface as it is done on a computer and for a computer to accept data, 
at least one attribute information storage means (database, abstract, lines 2-5), from 
which a user-selected attribute is identified (col 1 1 , line 64), each attribute having a 
unique identifier and data associated with it (inherent, else there would be no way to 
distinguish between attributes), a graphical user interface (1025), with a filter for 
providing filtered data (col 1 1 , lines 65-67), the database stores the information (1003), 
automated selection means for incorporating the data (col 11, lines 64-67, claim 2),. 
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Leisten does not, however, specifically teach using the system to create a 
contract. Leisten does teach using the system for project management. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use the system as disclosed by Leisten 
for creating a contract as making a contract is a project. It further would be obvious to 
include a "document generation means" (printer) as it is very well known in the art to 
connect a printer to a computer and to print out the results of work done on the 
computer. 

As to claim 2, Leisten discloses the system as discussed above. Leisten further 
discloses a remote attribute information storage means (individual workstations, 1021- 
1026). 

As to claim 3, Leisten discloses means for tracking a project (103). 

As to claim 4, Leisten further discloses a generation means for creating the 
digital file (computer), searching means for querying the database (inherent in that 
databases are necessarily queried else the information stored therein could not be 
retrieved). 

As to claim 5, Leisten discloses a system as discussed above. Leisten 
does not, however, specifically teach using industry accepted tags. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use industry accepted tags as these are 
generally widely used and would allow users knowledgeable in the industry to use 
common terms. 

As to claim 6, Leisten discloses the data as being associated with an 
architectural specification (fig 5). 
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As to claim 7, Leisten discloses a system as discussed above. Leisten further 
teaches maintaining an association between each of a plurality of pieces of selectable 
design information (plans for the project), it would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to allow the user to choose attributes, and to store those attributes for retrieval, 
as the system is shown to help the process and not perform it autonomously it would 
further be obvious to store the results so the project could be worked on through 
successive times and not be required to do the whole project at one time. 

As to claim 8, the examiner takes Official Notice that vector equations are very 
well known in the architectural process, they are used to ensure that the material used 
is of sufficient strength to support the load. Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to include an identifier with a vector equation so as to be 
able to ensure the proper equation is used to ensure that the construction is strong 
enough for the load. 

As to claim 9, it is well known in the art to have views of architectural plans and 
further, as the plans include vector equations, they would be included in the views. 

As to claim 10, the examiner takes official notice that diagram utilities (such as 
AutoCAD), therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
provide such a utility so the architect could use the computer to design the building. 

As to claim 1 1 , it is very well known in the art to manufacturers to have 
catalogues online, and further, it is very well known in the art to connect computers to 
the Internet. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
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allow the user to access catalogues to ensure that the design is feasible with the 
available materials. 

As to claim 12, it is very well known to allow a user to edit documents, therefore, 
it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to allow the user to edit the 
document to correct any misspellings so as to have the document have a more 
professional appearance. 

As to claim 13, the examiner has already included both word processing (for 
editing documents for spelling) and computer aided design (AutoCAD). 

As to claim 14, editing misspellings would be using a text editor. 

As to claim 15, the drawings would be saved in a drawing database. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments, filed 1/26/06, with respect to rejections under 35 USC 112 
have been fully considered and are persuasive. The rejection has been withdrawn. 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims have been considered but are moot 
in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael J. Fisher whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6804. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Fri. 7:30am-5:00pm alt Fri. off. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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